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Executive Summary

In 2013, the Arizona Criminal Justi ce Co mmi s s Analysi8 £ent& tsarteyed tfaw c a |
enforcement agencies across Arizona on the topic of gangs and gang activity in their jurisdictions.

The survey used for the Arizona Gang Threat Assessment was based upon the National Gang Threat
Assessment conducted by the National Alliance of Gang Investigators Assocations, in partnership

with the Federal Bureau of Investigation, National Drug Intelligence Center, and the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms,and Explosives. The survey was designed to seek information from local

law enforcement about the gangs in their jurisdictions and their level of activity. This report provides
statewide results from the 2013 Gang Threat Assessment and comparesit to similar data collected

from 2007 to 2011, when available, to illustrate changes over time.

Results of the threat assessmentfrom local agencies have also been aggregated to the county level
for 13 of the 15 Arizona counties, and are contained in the appendices of this report. Responding
agencies from Greenlee and La Paz counties reported no gang presence in their jursdictions,
therefore no information on gangs and gang activity in those counties will be presented in the
appendices.

Findings

i Gangs were reported to be active in 50 of the 64 jurisdictions (78.1 percent) that
responded to the survey in 2013. Together, the 45 agencies that reported the number of
active gang members in their communities estimated that there are 20,050 active gang
members in their jurisdictions.

u Slightly more than half (52.0 percent) of responding agencies with a gang presence reported
that gangs were expanding their scope of activities.

i Half of the agenciesreported that gang activity had increased in the prior 6 months, with over
40.0 percent reporting that gang activity has increased over the last 12 months, and last five
years (43.5 percent and 48.9 percent, respectively). Half of the agencies (50.0 percent)
reported that gang activity either stayed the same or decreased in the six-month period
preceding the survey, with 56.5 percent of agencies indicating that gang activity had either
stayed the same or decreased over the last 12 months.

i 26.5 percent of agencies reported a high level of gang involvement in burglaries, followed by
17.0 percent in vandalism/graffiti/tagging, and 14.6 percent in robberies.

i 38.8 percent of agencies reported a high level of gang involvement in the sale of marijuana
(a decrease from 45.5 percent, which was reported in 2011), followed by 34.7 percent
reporting a high level of gang involvement in the sale of methamphetamine (an increase from
26.7 percent in 2011). The percent of agencies reporting a high level of gang involvement
in heroin sales experienced a large decrease dropping from 20.0 percent in 2011, to 8.2



percent in 2013. Interestingly, 14.9 percent of agencies reported a high level of gang involvement
in pharmaceutical sales in 2013, rising from 8.9 percent in 2011.

When asked about gang intervention strategies, law enforcement agencies identified law
enforcement strategies (80.0 percent), identification of gang members (78.0 percent), Gang
Immigration Intelligence Team Enforcement Mission (GIITEM, 68.0 percent), and joint
efforts with other law enforcement agencies (66.0 percent) as the most effective strategies
for responding to gangs and gang activity in their jurisdictions.



Introduction

During the summer of 2013, the Arizona Criminal Justice Co mmi s s(ACJQ) Statistical Analysis
Center (SAC) surveyed law enforcement officers in Arizona regarding their perceptions and
experience with gangs, gang members, and gang activity in their jurisdictions. This report examines

and summarizes the results from the survey in compliance with the mandate of Arizona Revised
Statutes (ARS) 841-2416, which requires ACJCto conduct an annual survey that measures the
prevalence of gang activity in Arizona when monies are specifically appropriated for that purpose. As

in past years, no funds were specifically appropriated for this assessment; however, because
effectively addressing gangs and gang activity presents a significant challenge to Ar i z olawa 0 s
enforcement agencies and criminal justice system, ACJC continues to collect and share
information on gangs and gang activity using existing resources.

Research Methods

Since 1990, ACJChas administered a gang survey to law enforcement agenciesin Arizona. In the

summer of 2007, the Arizona Gang Surveywas replaced with the Arizona Gang Threat Assessment
after feedback from the Arizona law enforcement community requesting a more in-depth analysis of

current threats posed by gangst. The Arizona Gang Threat Assessmentwas modeled after the

National Gang Threat Assessment The national assessmentis a project of the National Alliance
of Gang Investigators Associations in partnership with the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the

National Drug Intelligence Center and the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearm and Explosives. The

first national assessment was conducted in 2005, with surveys sent out to hundreds of gang

investigators acrossthe nation.

The current Arizona Gang Threat Assessment survey was distributed to 109 law enforcement
agencies throughout Arizona asking them a series of questions about gangs and gang activity in their
jurisdictions. The survey was designed to gather information on gangs, gang members, gang
activity, and other pertinent information to better understand the threat gangs pose to public
safety. Of the 109 surveys distributed, 64 law enforcement agencies submitted a completed
survey, resulting in a 58.7 percent overall response rate. Although this is a slight increase from
2011, the response rate is considerably lower than earlier iterations of the survey.

! ARS8§13-105.8 and ARS8§13-105.9 establish a criteria for objectively identifying criminal street gangs and gang members: 1 0 Criminal street gang"
means an ongoing formal or informal association of persons in which members or associates individually or collectively engage in the commission,
attempted commission, facilitation or solicitation of any felony act and that has at least one individual who is a criminal street gang member. 11.
fACriminal street gang member" means an individual to whom at least two of the following seven criteria that indicate criminal street gang
membership apply: a) self-proclamation, b) witness testimony or official statement, c) written or electronic correspondence, d) paraphernalia or
photographs, e) tattoos, f) clothing or col ors, g) any other indicia of street gang membership

2013 Arizona Gang Threat Assessment 3



Table 1: Number of Law Enforcement Agencies Responding to

Arizona Gang Threat Assessment Survey, 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2 2011 2013
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent

Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned
SBilE 113 113 113 111 109
Survey
Returned 92 81.4% 99 87.6% 78 69.0% 63 56.8% 64 58.7%
a Survey

Results specific to each Arizona county have been included in the appendices of this state report. It is
important to note that the number of responding agencies, level of survey completion, as well as
those reporting the presence of gangs, varies, and may not represent a comprehensive picture of t he
prevalence of gangs in a given county. Responding agencies from Greenlee and La Paz counties
reported no gang presence in their jurisdictions, therefore no information on gangs and gang activity in
those counties will be presented in the appendices.

Gangs in Arizona

Total GangMembership

Of the 64 agencies that responded to our request for information on gangs and gang activity in their
jurisdictions in 2013, 78.1 percent (50 agencies) reported the presence of gangs, a slight increase
from 2011 (Table 2). Together, the agencies that reported a gang presence estimated that there
were 20,050 active gang members in their jurisdictions. Five of the agencies that reported gang
activity were not able to provide an estimate of the number of active gang members in their
jurisdiction. Estimation difficulties may be attributed to members who are not easily identifiable by
association and paraphernalia, or the transient nature of some gangs that are part of larger gang
networks that may not be geographically isolated, such as prison gangs or drug cartels.

Table 2: Number of Law Enforcement Agencies that Reported Gangs, 2007

2007 2008 2010 2011 2013

Number

Percent

Number

Percent

Number

Percent

Number

Percent

Number

Percent

Yes

57

62.0%

69

69.7%

59

75.6%

46

73.0%

50

78.1%

No

33

35.9%

30

30.3%

19

24.4%

17

27.0%

14

21.9%

Level of Gang Activity over Time

Agencies that reported gangs or gang members in their jurisdiction were asked a question regarding
whether or not gangs were expanding their scope of activities, in addition to being asked to report the
level of gang activity occurring within their jurisdictions . When asked whether gangs in their area

22010 data was previously includedtive 2.0 report as 2009 data.
2013 Arizona Gang Threat Assessment



were broadening their scope of activities, slightly more than half (52.0 percent) of respondents sad
yes (Table 3). This is a slight increase in the percentage of agencies reporting an expansion in the
scope of gang activities since 2011.

Table 3: Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gangs Expanding their Scope of Activities

(Of the Jurisdictions Rep  orting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013

2007 2008 2010 2011 2013
Yes 65.5% 64.5% 50.0% 48.8% 52.0%
No 27.3% 29.0% 46.4% 51.2% 42.0%
zn:)vi S 7.3% 6.5% 3.6% -
Total Responses 55 62 56 43 47

When presented with the opportunity to further elaborate on their responses about the scope of
gang activities, several agencies reported that there has been a rise in new member recruitment, as
well as more evidence of collaboration with prison gangs. Additionally, a number of agencies advised
that home invasions have increased, as well as burglaries, drugrelated offenses, and violent crime as
a whole.

Of the participating law enforcement agencies with a gang presence, 18.8 percent reported that the
level of gang activity in their jurisdiction had increase d significantly in the six-month period prior to
the survey (Figure 1), decreasing from 26.7 percent in 2011. More than 32.0 percent of responding
agencies reported that gang activity increased slightly over the preceding 12 months (down from
42.0 percent in 2011), with 35.4 percent of agencies reporting no change over the last six months,
and 37.0 percent reporting no change over the last 12 months. Such results indicate that while gang
activity is generally increasing in some areas, it does not appear to be rising as rapidly as reported in
past years.

2013 Arizona Gang Threat Assessment 5



Figure 1

Level of Gang Activity Over Time - Arizona
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Gang Involvement in Crimes and Drugs

Agencies were asked to rate the level of gang involvement in 15 specific crimes in their
jurisdictions by selecting one of five choices for each type of offense: high, moderate, low, none,
and unknown. This question, as well as the response options, is intended to provide consistent
measurements over time of gang involvement in a predetermined set of violent and property crimes.
It is hoped that such an examination will allow agencies to reflect on any possible changes in gang
enforcement and/or the introduction of gang interdiction strategies, and the effects on the amount of
crime in their jurisdictions as a result.

The crime type with the largest percentage of agencies reporting a high level of gang involvement in
2013 was burglary, followed by vandalism/graffititagging (Table 4). Interestingly, while
vandalism/graffititagging has consistently been the most reported high -level gang crime
(2007/2008/2010/2011), it experie nced a large decrease from 53.3 percent in 2011, to 17.0 percent
in 2013. Robbery rounded out the top three offenses reported as having a high level of gang

involvement at 14.6 percent. There are numerous potential explanations for the drastic reduction in
vandalism/graffiti/tagging, including targeted reduction efforts, situational crime prevention (e.g.,
safeguards in place to prevent access to tools/locations), as well as a reduction in occurrences due to
the high visibility of t hese offenses, and potential opportunities for recognition/apprehension by law
enforcement. Additionally, many responding agencies reported that gangs have been collaborating
with one another to partake in more sophisticated offenses that yield larger pro fits and/or are
orchestrated by larger gangs or cartels. The increase in burglary and robbery may in fact be
representative of the shift toward gang coordination and a desire for profit, versus the marking of

territory.

2013 Arizona Gang Threat Assessment 6



After agencies were asked about the involvement of gangs in the commission of specific crimes, they
were given the opportunity to discuss additional crimes outside of those listed that are prevalent
among gangs and gang members in their jurisdictions. Among those offenses reported were d rive-by
shootings, domestic violence offenses, truancy, petty theft and shoplifting, as well as drug offenses
such as the importing of drugs, and drug smuggli ng across the Mexican border.

Table 4: Level of Gang Involvement in Crime

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013

Year High Moderate Low None Unknown
2007 38.6% 49.1% 7.0% 3.5% 1.8%
2008 51.5% 29.4% 13.2% 2.9% 2.9%
Vandalism/Graffiti/Tagging | 2010 57.1% 28.6% 8.9% - 5.4%
2011 53.3% 24.4% 13.3% 4.4% 4.4%

2013 17.0% 57.4% 12.8% 2.1% 10.6%
2007 22.8% 33.3% 29.8% 7.0% 7.0%

2008 25.4% 29.9% 20.9% 10.4% 13.4%
FeloniousAssault 2010 17.5% 35.1% 28.1% 10.5% 8.8%
2011 24.4% 31.1% 31.1% 6.7% 6.7%

2013 14.3% 32.7% 30.6% 12.2% 10.2%

2007 14.0% 50.9% 15.8% 5.3% 14.0%

2008 11.8% 38.2% 27.9% 8.8% 13.2%

Burglary 2010 22.4% 41.4% 19.0% 6.9% 10.3%
2011 22.2% 44.4% 22.2% 4.4% 6.7%

2013 26.5% 30.6% 14.3% 8.2% 20.4%

2007 14.3% 32.1% 33.9% 5.4% 14.3%

2008 10.3% 38.2% 25.0% 8.8% 17.6%

Intimidation/Extortion 2010 15.5% 31.0% 31.0% 6.9% 15.5%
2011 13.3% 37.8% 24.4% 4.4% 20.0%

2013 14.3% 34.7% 26.5% 8.2% 16.3%

2007 8.9% 23.2% 42.9% 12.5% 12.5%

2008 14.7% 16.2% 42.6% 16.2% 10.3%

Robbery 2010 12.1% 29.3% 25.9% 20.7% 12.1%
2011 9.1% 27.3% 36.4% 11.4% 15.9%

2013 14.6% 22.9% 33.3% 10.4% 18.8%

2007 8.9% 23.2% 35.7% 12.5% 19.6%

2008 5.9% 14.7% 30.9% 20.6% 27.9%

Firearms Trafficking 2010 5.3% 22.8% 24.6% 26.3% 21.1%
2011 8.9% 26.7% 28.9% 13.3% 22.2%

2013 4.1% 18.4% 30.6% 14.3% 32.7%

2007 3.6% 7.1% 46.4% 30.4% 12.5%

2008 6.0% 13.4% 28.4% 32.8% 19.4%
Murder 2010 3.6% 14.3% 28.6% 44.6% 8.9%
2011 6.7% 13.3% 28.9% 44.4% 6.7%

2013 - 12.2% 30.6% 32.7% 24.5%

2007 1.9% 11.1% 24.1% 25.9% 37.0%

2008 - 19.4% 16.4% 28.4% 35.8%

Human Trafficking 2010 8.8% 17.5% 14.0% 31.6% 28.1%
2011 4.4% 15.6% 15.6% 33.3% 3L.1%

2013 8.3% 8.3% 14.6% 29.2% 39.6%

2007 - 3.6% 19.6% 41.1% 35.7%

2008 2.9% 2.9% 7.4% 50.0% 36.8%

Prostitution 2010 1.8% 5.3% 14.0% 40.4% 38.6%
2011 4.4% 6.7% 20.0% 37.8% 31L.1%

2013 - 2.0% 22.4% 34.7% 40.8%
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Table 4: Level of Gang Involvement in Crime

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013 (continued)

2007 17.9% 30.4% 30.4% 7.1% 14.3%
2008 6.0% 28.4% 32.8% 17.9% 14.9%
Auto Theft 2010 12.1% 39.7% 20.7% 19.0% 8.6%
2011 4.4% 28.9% 46.7% 15.6% 4.4%
2013 6.4% 27.7% 38.3% 8.5% 19.1%
2007 12.3% 22.8% 19.3% 15.8% 29.8%
2008 7.4% 11.8% 23.5% 23.5% 33.8%
Identity Theft 2010 12.3% 22.8% 21.1% 21.1% 22.8%
2011 4.4% 26.7% 28.9% 22.2% 17.8%
2013 6.3% 25.0% 14.6% 14.6% 39.6%
2007 - 1.8% 44.6% 33.9% 19.6%
2008 1.5% 4.4% 17.6% 48.5% 27.9%
Kidnapping 2010 3.5% 1.8% 31.6% 42.1% 21.1%
2011 2.2% 8.9% 31.1% 33.3% 24.4%
2013 = 8.2% 28.6% 42.9% 20.4%
2007 - 3.6% 21.4% 41.1% 33.9%
2008 - - 17.9% 50.7% 31.3%
Arson 2010 3.4% 5.2% 19.0% 46.6% 25.9%
2011 2.2% 6.7% 26.7% 40.0% 24.4%
2013 = 4.1% 14.3% 42.9% 38.8%
2007 3.5% 19.3% 35.1% 14.0% 28.1%
2008 3.0% 10.6% 22.7% 27.3% 36.4%
*Credit Card Fraud 2010 13.0% 14.8% 27.8% 20.4% 24.1%
2011 2.2% 20.0% 31.1% 20.0% 26.7%
2013 8.3% 10.4% 25.0% 14.6% 41.7%
2007 - 3.6% 50.0% 17.9% 28.6%
2008 - 11.8% 20.6% 36.8% 30.9%
Sexual Assault/Rape 2010 1.8% 5.3% 31.6% 36.8% 24.6%
2011 2.2% 4.4% 46.7% 26.7% 20.0%
2013 : 2.0% 26.5% 38.8% 32.7%

*2013 I' changed from Fraud to Credit Card Fraud on the survey

Agencies were also asked to rate the level of gang involvement in the sale of drugs (Table 5). Of the
responding agencies, 30.6 percent reported that gangs were highly involved in street -level drug sales, a
slight increase since 2011. Interestingly, the same percentage of agencies (30.6 percent) reported a
moderate level of involvement, which is a decrease from 2011 (37.8 percent). Gang involvement in drug
trafficking decreased from 2011, with only 8.2 percent of agencies reportin g a high level of involvement.
Drug manufacturing was not as common in reporti ng jurisdictions, with only 2.1 percent of agencies
reporting a high level of gang involvement. There are many potential explanations for such a low
number, including enforcement and the crackdown on meth labs, as well as a possible shift toward
other drugs. Of all drugs examined in the survey, the highest level of gang involvement occurred with
marijuana and methamphetamine sales, with 38.8 percent of agencies reporting a high level of gang
involvement in the sale of marijuana, followed by 34.7 percent for methamphetamine. The percent age
of agencies reporting a high level of gang involvement in heroin sales experienced a large decrease,
dropping from 20.0 percent in 2011, to 8.2 percent in 2013. Interestingly, 14.9 percent of agencies
reported a high level of gang involvement in pharmaceutical sales in 2013, rising from 8.9 percent in
2011. This uptick may be attributed to efforts that have brought more awareness, in turn leading to an
increase in detection.

2013 Arizona Gang Threat Assessment 8



Table 5: Gang Involvement in the Distribution of Drugs

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013

High Moderate Low None Unknown

2007 26.3% 43.9% 22.8% 1.8% 5.3%

Drugs 2008 20.6% 44.1% 19.1% 2.9% 13.2%

i Street Sales |57 2800, o, 2679, o o
. 0 . 0 . 0 . 0 . 0

2013 30.6% 30.6% 22.4% 2.0% 14.3%

2007 10.5% 21.1% 40.4% 5.3% 22.8%

2008 10.6% 16.7% 30.3% 12.1% 30.3%

' V\E/)rzgiime 2010 5.2% 29.3% 31.0% 8.6% 25.9%
2011 11.4% 31.8% 25.0% 13.6% 18.2%

2013 8.2% 28.6% 26.5% 12.2% 24.5%

2007 3.6% 3.6% 41.1% 19.6% 32.1%

2008 4.4% 5.9% 22.1% 33.8% 33.8%

: M;’Sf; wre 2010 ; 10.5% 36.8% 21.1% 31.6%
2011 - 15.9% 34.1% 27.3% 22.7%

2013 2.1% 10.6% 27.7% 29.8% 29.8%

2007 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

2008 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Marijuana Grows 2010 - 5.2% 41.4% 20.7% 32.8%
2011 2.2% 13.3% 37.8% 22.2% 24.4%

2013 - 10.4% 33.3% 27.1% 29.2%

2007 36.8% 42.1% 15.8% 1.8% 3.5%

) 2008 41.2% 26.5% 13.2% 4.4% 14.7%
Mlars":g;a 2010 44.8% 29.3% 15.5% 3.4% 6.9%
2011 45.5% 27.3% 13.6% 2.3% 11.4%

2013 38.8% 32.7% 14.3% 2.0% 12.2%

2007 29.8% 36.8% 24.6% 3.5% 5.3%

Methamphetamine 2008 23.5% 35.3% 17.6% 5.9% 17.6%
oo 2010 31.6% 36.8% 14.0% 8.8% 8.8%
2011 26.7% 31.1% 22.2% 6.7% 13.3%

2013 34.7% 28.6% 16.3% 4.1% 16.3%

2007 12.3% 17.5% 40.4% 8.8% 21.1%

CrackCocaine 2008 13.2% 11.8% 25.0% 23.5% 26.5%
 Salae 2010 10.3% 12.1% 29.3% 32.8% 15.5%
2011 11.1% 15.6% 33.3% 13.3% 26.7%

2013 2.1% 12.5% 35.4% 20.8% 29.2%

2007 7.4% 16.7% 38.9% 14.8% 22.2%

Ceroin 2008 5.8% 15.9% 39.1% 11.6% 27.5%
sl 2010 10.3% 29.3% 24.1% 19.0% 17.2%
2011 20.0% 17.8% 28.9% 11.1% 22.2%

2013 8.2% 38.8% 28.6% 4.1% 20.4%

2007 5.4% 10.7% 32.1% 16.1% 35.7%

. 2008 6.0% 13.4% 19.4% 22.4% 38.8%
Phar.mgcf”t'ca's 2010 6.9% 24.1% 32.8% 10.3% 25.9%
I oales 2011 8.9% 24.4% 35.6% 11.1% 20.0%
2013 14.9% 21.3% 29.8% 6.4% 27.7%

2007 3.6% 16.1% 50.0% 7.1% 23.2%

powdered Cocaine 2908 5.9% 19.1% 36.8% 14.7% 23.5%
 alo 2010 6.9% 13.8% 43.1% 20.7% 15.5%
2011 2.3% 22.7% 40.9% 6.8% 27.3%

2013 4.2% 20.8% 41.7% 8.3% 25.0%

2007 3.6% 3.6% 42.9% 21.4% 28.6%

*MDMA (Ecstasy) | 2008 1.4% 13.0% 20.3% 24.6% 40.6%
and analogs 2010 ; 17.2% 27.6% 29.3% 25.9%

i Sales 2011 4.5% 6.8% 43.2% 15.9% 29.5%
2013 2.1% 14.6% 37.5% 10.4% 35.4%

* (3,4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine)
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In addition to the aforementioned drugs, agencies were asked to elaborate on other drugs that are
sold by gangs in their area. Synthetic drugs, specifically Spice, were identified, as well as bath salts
and alcohol. Since synthetic drugs including Spice can typically be found on the internet, it is possible
that the ease in which it can be acquired has contributed to its popularity .

Level of Activity by Gang

Responding agencies were asked to rate the level of activity of 17 specific gangs in their
jurisdictions®. The gangs were chosen for inclusion in the Arizona assessment because they
correspond to the gangs listed in the National Gang Threat Assessment allowing for a state-to-nation
comparison. It is important to note, however, that certain gangs may have a stronger presence in
other areas of the country, therefore this list will continue to be modified in future versions to include
gangs prevalent both nationally, as well as those identified by Arizona law enforcement as having a
local presence. While national comparison is essential, local intelligence is also imperative for a
thorough understanding of the gang landscape. When agencies were asked to rate the level of
activity by each gang, 11 of the 17 gangs listed were identified by one or more agencies as having
high levels of activity in their jurisdiction (Table 6). Among those gangs reported as having a high
level of activity, Other* was reported by 21.4 percent of agencies, followed by Hispanic Surefios (16.7
percent) and Hells Angels Outlaw Motorcycle Gang (14.6 percent).

Table 6: Level of Activity by Gang

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013

Year High Moderate Low Not Applicable Unknown
2007 19.6% 25.0% 23.2% 30.4% 1.8%
Hispanic 2008 17.6% 35.3% 22.1% 14.7% 10.3%
Surefios 2010 24.6% 33.3% 24.6% 12.3% 5.3%
(SUR13) 2011 31.1% 17.8% 31.1% 17.8% 2.2%
2013 16.7% 18.8% 33.3% 27.1% 4.2%
2007 17.9% 19.6% 28.6% 28.6% 5.4%
2008 18.8% 14.5% 26.1% 40.6% ;
Bl:ooot's 2010 14.0% 14.0% 33.3% 26.3% 12.3%
(all sets) 2011 22.0% 20.0% 28.9% 20.0% 8.9%
2013 8.3% 14.6% 39.6% 33.3% 4.2%
2007 7.1% 19.6% 39.3% 23.2% 10.7%
. 2008 7.2% 20.3% 40.6% 18.8% 13.0%
Ma’;f:/’i';aé‘me 2010 12.3% 15.8% 38.6% 21.1% 12.3%
2011 22.2% 17.8% 26.7% 24.4% 8.9%
2013 12.8% 25.5% 36.2% 19.1% 6.4%
2007 14.3% 25.0% 25.0% 28.6% 7.1%
_ 2008 17.9% 20.9% 25.4% 32.8% 3.0%
Crips 2010 15.8% 19.3% 26.3% 28.1% 10.5%
(all sets) 2011 17.8% 26.7% 31.1% 20.0% 2.4%
2013 8.2% 14.3% 36.7% 32.7% 8.2%
2007 3.5% 21.1% 38.6% 31.6% 5.3%
2008 4.3% 14.5% 33.3% 43.5% 4.3%
Skinheads 2010 5.3% 14.0% 42.1% 28.1% 10.5%
2011 8.9% 8.9% 37.8% 28.9% 15.6%
2013 6.1% 10.2% 42.9% 32.7% 8.2%

3 Gangs not listed on the 2013 survey have been omitted from this list. Please consult the 2011 report for previous gangs liste d.
4 Includes other Hispanic gangs not already listed
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Table 6: Level of Activity by Gang

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013 (continued)

2007 3.6% 9.1% 25.5% 52.7% 9.1%
Hispanic 2008 1.5% 4.4% 35.3% 48.5% 10.3%
Nortefios 2010 3.5% 8.8% 40.4% 38.6% 8.8%
(14) 2011 6.7% 11.1% 40.0% 35.6% 6.7%
2013 4.1% 4.1% 34.7% 46.9% 10.2%
_ 2007 10.9% 23.6% 20.0% 30.9% 14.5%
Neighborhood 2008 13.0% 18.8% 24.6% 37.7% 5.8%
! T?g?f?gk?nrug 2010 8.6% 29.3% 22.4% 32.8% 6.9%
9 2011 4.4% 24.4% 26.7% 24.4% 20.0%
Groups/Crews

2013 6.1% 30.6% 26.5% 24.5% 12.2%

2007 Not Included in 2007 Survey
2008 7.4% 8.8% 39.7% 39.7% 4.4%
Aryan Brotherhood 2010 5.3% 15.8% 45.6% 22.8% 10.5%
2011 4.4% 13.3% 46.7% 26.7% 8.9%
2013 2.0% 20.4% 38.8% 30.6% 8.2%
2007 3.5% 17.5% 42.1% 33.3% 3.5%
2008 4.3% 17.4% 42.0% 34.8% 1.4%
Hells AngelsOMG | 2010 5.3% 28.1% 29.8% 29.8% 7.0%
2011 2.2% 24.4% 37.8% 24.4% 11.1%
2013 14.6% 16.7% 35.4% 25.0% 8.3%
2007 3.6% R 10.7% 73.2% 12.5%
BlackGangster 2008 - 1.4% 17.4% 76.8% 4.3%
Disciples 2010 1.8% 3.5% 10.5% 70.2% 14.0%
2011 - 4.4% 17.8% 62.2% 15.6%
2013 - 4.1% 18.4% 67.3% 10.2%
2007 1.8% 1.8% 18.2% 61.8% 16.4%
2008 - 2.9% 22.1% 73.5% 1.5%
Gangster Disciples 2010 1.8% 1.8% 21.1% 64.9% 10.5%
2011 - 8.9% 22.2% 57.8% 11.1%
2013 - - 27.1% 62.5% 10.4%
2007 - 1.8% 17.9% 64.3% 16.1%
2008 - 4.5% 19.4% 62.7% 13.4%
Border Brothers 2010 - 3.6% 28.6% 57.1% 10.7%
2011 - 4.4% 26.7% 60.0% 8.9%
2013 - 2.1% 25.5% 55.3% 17.0%
2007 - 7.1% 23.2% 51.8% 17.9%
2008 - 4.3% 21.7% 65.2% 8.7%
18" Street Gang 2010 - 1.8% 28.1% 59.6% 10.5%
2011 - - 27.3% 61.4% 11.4%
2013 - 2.1% 19.1% 63.8% 14.9%
2007 - 3.6% 32.1% 50.0% 14.3%
2008 - 1.5% 30.9% 64.7% 2.9%
Latin Kings 2010 - 1.8% 31.6% 54.4% 12.3%
2011 - 2.3% 40.9% 47.7% 9.1%
2013 - E 27.1% 64.6% 8.3%
2007 - - 42.9% 42.9% 14.3%
Mara Salvatrucha 2008 - 6.0% 40.3% 47.8% 6.0%
s 2010 - 5.3% 42.1% 40.4% 12.3%
2011 - R 50.0% 38.6% 11.4%
2013 2.1% 2.1% 33.3% 47.9% 14.6%
2007 - 1.9% 7.4% 79.6% 11.1%
_ 2008 - R 2.9% 88.4% 8.7%
Asian Gangs 2010 - - 12.5% 66.1% 21.4%
(all sets) 2011 - - 6.7% 82.2% 11.1%
2013 - - 12.5% 77.1% 10.4%
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Table 6: Level of Activity by Gang

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013 (continued)

2013 Only
Other® | 2013 | 21.4% | 21.4% | 26.2% | 28.6%

2.4%

Additional Gangs

The landscape of gangs often changes over time, with the presence of certain groups remaining
relatively stable, and others migrating to different jurisdictions or disbanding due to anti-gang
strategies and interventions. With that said, the survey prompted agencies to list an y additional
gangs that have asserted their presence in their respective jurisdictions. Although each agency has
gangs unique to their neighborhoods and cities, many appear across jurisdictional lines. Outside of
those named in Table 6, Outlaw Motorcycle Gangs such as Mongols, Huns, and Vagos have a

presence in several jurisdictions, in addition to Juggalos, Brown Pride, and many subsets of Crips and
Bloods.

Level of Gang Coordination

With the introduction of new gangs and trends, it is vital to examine the possibility of coordination
among gangs for the purpose of committing crime or establishing a criminal enterprise. 51.2 percent
of agencies with a gang presence reported some sort of coordination taking place among gangs
(Table 7). The most common theme to emerge was coordination for drug -related activity, specifically
sales and trafficking. Notably, coordination with prison gangs was cited as being common among
respondents, with street-level gangs conducting business on behalf of prison gangs, and acting as
Asol di erso for Itib possihble that because pbfahd yncreased networking between
prison gangs/trafficking organizations and smaller street gangs, coordination efforts are concealed
within multiple channels and levels of communication.

Table 7 : Gang Coordination with Other Gangs

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013
Yes 33.9% 48.4% 44.6% 57.1% 51.2%
No 57.1% 39.1% 42.9% 42.9% 48.8%
Unsure/ Doné6t | 8.9% 12.5% 12.5% -
Total R esponses 56 64 56 42 41

Law Enforcement Gang Responses

Respondents were provided with a list of strategies that have been identified as methods to combat
gangs in their jurisdictions, and were then asked to select those used by their agency. Prior to 2009
this question was open-ended, but has since been modified to provide categories that have commonly
appeared in past surveys.

Law enforcement was the strategy identified by the largest percentage (80.0 percent) of agencies as

5 Includes other Hispanic gangs not already listed
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an effective gang response (Table 8), consistent with past iterations of the survey. Law
enforcement was followed by identification of gang members (78.0 percent), GIITEM (68.0
percent), and joint efforts with other agencies(66.0 percent). School, community, and special
prosecution programs were among the least identified in terms of their perceived effectiveness,
however, school programs and special prosecution programs did see slight increases since 2011.

s10][Sle alng elro O e e O O ppre O alegie
O e a 0 Repo g Gang A 00 0
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
of of of of of of of of of of

Agencies | Agencies | Agencies | Agencies | Agencies | Agencies | Agencies | Agencies | Agencies | Agencies
Law Enforcement 22 38.6% 23 33.3% 46 78.0% 40 87.0% 40 80.0%
Identification of 6 10.5% 6 8.7% 39 66.1% 38 82.6% 39 78.0%
Gang Members
GIITEM 13 22.8% 7 10.1% 34 57.6% 31 67.4% 34 68.0%
Joint Efforts with 2 3.5% 10 14.5% 29 49.2% 27 58.7% 33 66.0%
Other Agencies
Gang
Crime/Intelligence 6 10.5% 6 8.7% 22 37.3% 21 45.7% 18 36.0%
Data Analyses
Law Enforcement 5 8.8% 5 7.2% 19 32.2% 19 41.3% 17 34.0%
Gang Units
School Programs 9 15.8% 9 13.0% 17 28.8% 12 26.1% 15 30.0%
Community 7 12.3% 8 11.6% 8 13.6% 11 23.9% 9 18.0%
Programs
Special
Prosecution 2 3.5% 4 5.8% 13 22.0% 8 17.4% 11 22.0%
Programs

Task Force Participation and Information Sharing

Gangs pose a considerable threat to Arizona communities, with many criminal network s spanning
multiple jurisdictions, and several gangs collaborating on criminal efforts in order to maximize profit
and/or impact. As a result, many agencies participate in or lead a multi -agency task force designed to
tackle gang issues that may be surfacing, as well as to share intelligence and strategic processes that
can be beneficial when dealing with cross-jurisdictional gangs. When the question of participating or
leading a multi-agency task force was posed to respondents, more than half (56.0 percent) indicated
that they did in fact participate in this type of alliance. When asked to elaborate on additional
collaborations and/or methods used to combat their gang issue, respondents most commonly cited
GIITEM, Fusion Centers, as well as meetings relding to specific gang units and/or agencies on both
local and federal levels. Of the agencies not currently participating, staffing and funding issues were
identified as hindrances to task force involvement.

Furthermore, the survey inquired about the inf ormation sharing that takes place among law
enforcement agencies, namely the dissemination of materials discussing pressing gang problems,
and/or the identification of new members and organizations. Once prompted for an open -ended
response, information sharing platforms such as GangNet, agency bulletins and memos, as well as
gang meetings were those most commonly identified. Other sources included gang rosters, Coplink,
and a variety of other record -keeping databases designed to house gang intelligence irformation.
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Conclusion

In order to understand the breadth of the gang problem in Arizona, it is crucial that we continuously
tap into the experience and knowledge possessed by law enforcement agencies who preside over
jurisdictions with a gang presence. Assessing not only the prevalence of gangs, but the scope of their
activities allows us to understand the most popular criminal activities that characterize such
organizations, and the shifts that have occurred as a result of the ever -changing drug market, the
presence of large-scale gangs which permeate several areas simultaneously and the suppression
strategies employed by criminal justice system agencies It is through this type of examination that
we can gain insight into the gang problem in Arizona, and where future efforts to address the
problem can be redirected.

The percentage of agencies reporting a gang presence increased from 73.0 percent in 2011, to 78.1
percent in 2013. Among those with a gang presence, 52.0 percent advised that gangs were
expanding their scope of activities, namely in the areas of collaboration with prison gangs, and an
increase in drug-related crimes and violent crime. For drug offenses, 30.6 percent of responding
agencies reported that gangs in their jurisdictions were hig hly involved in drug sales, a slight increase
from 28.9 percent in 2011. While gangs remain highly involved in marijuana sales and
methamphetamine sales, the number of agencies reporting a high level of involvement in heroin sales
decreased from 20.0 percent in 2011, to 8.2 percent in 2013. In conjunction with these changes,
14.9 percent of responding agencies reported a high level of gang involvement in pharmaceutical
sales, compared to 8.9 percent in 2011. This increase, coupled with 26.5 percent of agencies
reporting a high level of gang involvement in burglaries, may indicate that gang members a re shifting
towards more commonly available drugs, many of which can be taken from a place of residence
during the commission of a crime. Other gangs were reported by 21.4 percent of agencies as having
a high level of activity, followed by Hispanic Surefios (16.7 percent) and Hells Angels Outlaw
Motorcycle Gang (14.6 percent). Agencies identified the collaboration between prison gangs and
street gangs as an emerging trend, as well as partnerships between local gangs for the purpose of
profit-driven activities. These trends, coupled with the introduction of new gangs , illustrate the
ongoingneed for a consistent and thorougdpeexaminati c

The data contained in this report shed light on the scope and magnitude of the ever-changing gang
presence in Arizona through the eyes of local law enforcement. We intend for this report to serve as
a valuable resource for the development of future strategies, as well as a tool to foster information -
sharing practices, help agencies to assess the distribution of resources, and aid in the formation of
collaborative partnerships. Although this report serves as an invaluable overview of the gang
presence in Arizona, it is hoped that increased participation in future administrations will broaden our
understanding of gangs across Arizona. Future versions of the survey will incorporate more
opportunities for agencies to highlight their specific gang problem s, all while incorporating information
gleaned from the current and past reports in order to focus on the gang problems deemed most
significant, and in need of further examination. It is hoped that through such efforts, this report will
continue to serve as a vital resource for law enforcement agencies seeking a resolution to the gang
problem in Arizona.
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Appendix A

Apache County

The following set of tables and figures is similar to the set of tables and figures included in the mai n
body of this report, except that they contain data reported by Apache County agencies only. Note that
the tables and figures are each numbered as they appear in the main body of this report but also
include an 06adé f ol l owi n ghenefeom the statewide eatatables. di f f er e n-

Table 1a: Number of Law Enforcement Agencies Responding to

Arizona Gang Threat Assessment Survey, 2007 -2013

2007 2008 2010 2011 2013
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned
Sent a 5 5 5 4
Survey
Retumed a 5 100.0% 4 80.0% 60.0% 3 60.0% 4 100.0%
Survey

Table 2a: Number of Law Enforcement Agencies that Reported Gangs, 2007
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2.013
Arizona
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Yes 2 40.0% 3 75.0% 1 100.0% 2 66.7% 1 25.0% 50 78.1%
No 2 40.0% 1 25.0% - - 1 33.3% 3 75.0% 14 21.9%

Table 3a: Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gangs Expand

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007

-2013

ing their Scope of Activities

2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2013 Arizona
Yes 50.0% 50.0% * 100.0% 100.0% 52.0%
No - 50.0% * - - 42.0%
-Fl;c:sapl)onses 2 2 i Z . ar
*No response provided
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Table 4a: Level of Gang Involvement in Crime
(Of the Agencies Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013
Year High Moderate Low None Unknown
2007 50.0% 50.0% - - -
2008 33.3% - 66.7% - -
Vandalism/Graffiti/Tagging 2010 * * * * *
2011 100.0% - - - -
2013 100.0% - - - -
Arizona 2013 17.0% 57.4% 12.8% 2.1% 10.6%
2007 - 100.0% - - -
2008 - 33.3% 33.3% - 33.3%
Burglary 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 26.5% 30.6% 14.3% 8.2% 20.4%
2007 - 50.0% 50.0% - -
2008 - 33.3% 33.3% - 33.3%
FeloniousAssault 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - 100.0% - - -
Arizona 2013 14.3% 32.7% 30.6% 12.2% 10.2%
2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
2008 - - - 33.3% 66.7%
Fraud 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 8.3% 10.4% 25.0% 14.6% 41.7%
2007 50.0% - - 50.0% -
2008 - - - 33.3% 66.7%
Identity Theft 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 6.3% 25.0% 14.6% 14.6% 39.6%
2007 - 50.0% 50.0% - -
2008 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
Auto Theft 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 6.4% 27.7% 38.3% 8.5% 19.1%
2007 - 50.0% 50.0% - -
2008 - 33.3% 33.3% - 33.3%
Intimidation/Extortion 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - - 100.0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 14.3% 34.7% 26.5% 8.2% 16.3%
2007 - 100.0% - - -
2008 - - 66.7% - 33.3%
Robbery 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - - 100.0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 14.6% 22.9% 33.3% 10.4% 18.8%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - - - 100.0%
Human Trafficking 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - - 100.0%
2013 - - 100.0% = =
Arizona 2013 8.3% 8.3% 14.6% 29.2% 39.6%
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Table 5a: Gang Involvement

in the Sale of Drugs

Table 4a: Level of Gang Involvement in Crime
(Of the Agencies Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013 (continued)

2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
2008 - - 66.7% - 33.3%

Firearms Trafficking 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - - 100%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 4.1% 18.4% 30.6% 14.3% 32.7%

2007 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2008 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%

Murder 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - - 100.0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 12.2% 30.6% 32.7% 24.5%
2007 - - 50.0% 50.0% 33.3%
2008 - - - 66.7% 33.3%

Kidnapping 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - - 100.0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 8.2% 28.6% 42.9% 20.4%

2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - - 33.3% 66.7%

Arson 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - - 100.0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 4.1% 14.3% 42.9% 38.8%
2007 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2008 - - - 33.3% 66.7%

Prostitution 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - - 100.0%

2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 - 2.0% 22.4% 34.7% 40.8%
2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
2008 - - 33.3% - 66.7%

Sexual Assault/Rape 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - - 100.0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 2.0% 26.5% 38.8% 32.7%

*no datareportedin 2010

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013

High Moderate Low None Unknown
2007 50.0% 50.0% - - -

2008 - 66.7% - - 33.3%
Drugs 2010 * * * * *

1 Street Sales

! 2011 - 100.0% - - -
2013 - 100.0% - - -

Arizona 2013 30.6% 30.6% 22.4% 2.0% 14.3%
2007 - 50.0% - 50.0% -

2008 - - 33.3% - 66.7%
. Drugs 2010 * * * * *
i Wholesale 2011 - - 100.0% - .
2013 - 100.0% - - -

Arizona 2013 8.2% 28.6% 26.5% 12.2% 24.5%
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Table 5a: Gang Involvemen t in the Sale of Drugs
Reporting Gang Activity),

(Of the Jurisdictions

2007 -2013 (continued)

2007 - 50.0% - 50.0% -
2008 - - - 33.3% 66.7%
. Drugs 2010 * * * * *
I Manufacture 2011 - 100.0% - - -
2013 - - 100.0% - -
Arizona 2013 2.1% 10.6% 27.7% 29.8% 29.8%
2007 Not Included in 2007 Survey
. 2008 Not Included in 2008 Survey
Marijuana 2010 * * " " "
Grows 2011 - 100.0% } } -
2013 - - 100.0% - -
Arizona 2013 - 10.4% 33.3% 27.1% 29.2%
2007 100.0% - - - -
Marijuana 2008 33.3% 33.3% - - 33.3%
. 2010 * * * * *
e 2011 - 100.0% - - -
2013 100.0% - - - -
Arizona 2013 38.8% 32.7% 14.3% 2.0% 12.2%
2007 50.0% 50.0% - - -
. 2008 - 66.7% - - 33.3%
Methe.l.mphetamlne 2010 " " " " "
i Sales 2011 - 100.0% - - -
2013 100.0% - - - -
Arizona 2013 34.7% 28.6% 16.3% 4.1% 16.3%
2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
CrggkCocaine ;ggg ~ ~ 33'*3% - 66'*7%
1= 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 2.1% 12.5% 35.4% 20.8% 29.2%
2007 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
. 2008 - - 33.3% - 66.7%
Heroin 2010 * * * * *
| Sales 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 8.2% 38.8% 28.6% 4.1% 20.4%
2007 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
Pharmaceuticals 2008 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
2010 * * * * *
I Sales
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - 100.0% - - -
Arizona 2013 14.9% 21.3% 29.8% 6.4% 27.7%
2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
Powd:eredCocaine ;823 * 33'*3% ; ; 66'*7%
I Sales 2011 - - } } 100.0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 4.2% 20.8% 41.7% 8.3% 25.0%
2007 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
+MDMA (Ecstasy) 2008 - - - 33.3% 66.7%
and analogs 2010 * * * * *
T Sales 2011 - - - - 100.0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 2.1% 14.6% 37.5% 10.4% 35.4%
*no datareported in 2010

** (3,4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine)
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(Of the Agencies Reporting Gang Activity),

Table 6a: Level of Activity

by Gang

2007 -2013

Year High Moderate Low Not Applicable Unknown
2007 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
: . " 2008 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -
Hispanic Surefios 5010 " " " " "
(SUR13)
2011 - 100.0% - - -
2013 - - 100.0% - -
Arizona 2013 16.7% 18.8% 33.3% 27.1% 4.2%
2007 - 100.0% - - -
. 2008 - 33.3% 66.7% - -
Crlps 2010 * * * * *
(all sets) 2011 - 100.0% } - -
2013 100.0% - - - -
Arizona 2013 8.2% 14.3% 36.7% 32.7% 8.2%
2007 - 100.0% - - -
2008 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -
Bloods 2010 ” < " " *
Elezs) 2011 ; 100.0% - - -
2013 100.0% - - - -
Arizona 2013 8.3% 14.6% 39.6% 33.3% 4.2%
2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
2008 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
Mexican Mafia/La Eme 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - 100.0% - - -
Arizona 2013 12.8% 25.5% 36.2% 19.1% 6.4%
2007 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Skinheads 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - 100.0% - -
Arizona 2013 6.1% 10.2% 42.9% 32.7% 8.2%
2007 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Hispanic 2008 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
Nortefios 2010 * * * * *
(14) 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 4.1% 4.1% 34.7% 46.9% 10.2%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Mara Salvatrucha 2010 " " " " "
MS-13) 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 2.1% 2.1% 33.3% 47.9% 14.6%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Latin Kings 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - - 27.1% 64.6% 8.3%
2007 Not Included in 2007 Survey
2008 - 50.0% 50.0% -
Aryan Brotherhood 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - 100.0% - - -
Arizona 2013 2.0% 20.4% 38.8% 30.6% 8.2%
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Table 6a: Level of Activity by Gang

(Of the Agencies Reporting Gang Activity),

2007 -2013 (continued)

2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
Neighbqrhood— based Drug ;8(1)3 * 33'*3% 33'*3% 33'*3% *
Trafficking Groups/Crews 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - 100.0% - -
Arizona 2013 6.1% 30.6% 26.5% 24.5% 12.2%
2007 - 50.0% - 50.0% -
2008 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
Hells AngelsOMG 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - 100.0% - - -
Arizona 2013 14.6% 16.7% 35.4% 25.0% 8.3%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Black Gangster Disciples 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 4.1% 18.4% 67.3% 10.2%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
Gangster Disciples 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - - 27.1% 62.5% 10.4%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Border Brothers 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 2.1% 25.5% 55.3% 17.0%
2007 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2008 - 33.3% - 66.7% -
18" Street Gang 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - 100.0% - -
Arizona 2013 - 2.1% 19.1% 63.8% 14.9%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Asian Gangs (all sets) 2010 * * * * *
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - 100.0% - -
Arizona 2013 - - 12.5% 77.1% 10.4%
2013 Only
Other 2013 - 100.0% - - -
Arizona 2013 21.4% 21.4% 26.2% 28.6% 2.4%
* no data reported in 2010
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Table 7 a: Gang Coordin ation with Other Gangs

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2013 Arizona
Yes = = = 100.0% 100.0% 51.2%
No 100.0% 50.0% - - - 48.8%
Unsur e/ Donot - 50.0% - - - -
Total Responses 2 2 - 1 1 41

2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2013
Arizona
Number Percent
of of % % % # % # %
Agencies Agencies
#) (%)
Enforcement = = = - 1 100.0% - - 40 | 80.0%
gzg;fﬁzg‘eg ; - - - 1 |1000% | 1 | 1000% | 39 | 78.0%
Joint Efforts with - : : - 1 |1000% | 1 | 100.0% | 33 | 66.0%
Other Agencies
Law
Enforcement 1 50.0% 100.0% - 1 100.0% | 1 | 100.0% | 17 | 34.0%
Gang Units
School Programs - - 50.0% - 100.0% | - - 15 | 30.0%
GIITEM - - - - 100.0% | 1 | 100.0% | 34 | 68.0%
Gang Crime/
Intelligence Data - - - - 1 100.0% | 1 100.0% | 18 | 36.0%
Analyses
Community ; - - - 1 |1000% | - - 9 | 18.0%
Programs
Special
Prosecution - - - - - - - 11 | 22.0%
Programs
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Appendix B

Cochise County

The following set of tables and figures is similar to the set of tables and figures included in the main
body of this report, except that they contain data reported by Cochise County agencies only. Note
that the tables and figures are each numbered as they appear in the main body of this report but
alsoinclude a 6 Hoflowing each number to differentiate them from the statewide data tables.

Table 1b: Number of Law Enforcement Agencies Responding to

Arizona Gang Threat As sessment Survey, 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned
Sent a 8 8 8 8 8
Survey
Returned a 7 87.5% 6 75.0% 6 75.0% 3 37.5% 3 37.5%
Survey

Table 2b: Number of Law Enforcement Agencies that Reported Gangs, 2007
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 A?igg)ga
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number Percent
Yes 2 28.6% 3 50.0% 4 66.7% 3 100.0% 3 100.0% 50 78.1%
No 5 71.4% 3 50.0% 2 33.3% - - - - 14 21.9%

Table 3b: Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gangs Expanding their Scope of Activities

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2013
Arizona
Yes 100.0% 100.0% 25.0% 66.7% - 52.0%
No - - 75.0% 33.3% 100.0% 42.0%
Total 2 2 4 3 3 47
Responses
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Figure 1b
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Table 4b: Level of Gang Involvement in Crime
(Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013
Year High Moderate Low None Unknown
2007 - - - - 100.0%
2008 - 66.7% - 33.3% -
Human Trafficking 2010 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% - -
2011 66.7% 33.3% - - -
2013 33.3% - - - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 8.3% 8.3% 14.6% 29.2% 39.6%
2007 - 100.0% - - -
2008 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% - -
Vandalism/Graffiti/ Tagging 2010 50.0% - 50.0% - -
2011 66.7% 33.3% - - -
2013 - 33.3% - - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 17.0% 57.4% 12.8% 2.1% 10.6%
2007 - 50.0% - - 50.0%
2008 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -
Auto Theft 2010 - 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% -
2011 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% - -
2013 - 33.3% 33.3% - 33.3%
Arizona 2013 6.4% 27.7% 38.3% 8.5% 19.1%
2007 - 50.0% - - 50.0%
2008 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -
Burglary 2010 - 50.0% 25.0% - 25.0%
2011 33.3% 66.7% - - -
2013 - 33.3% - - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 26.5% 30.6% 14.3% 8.2% 20.4%
2007 - 50.0% - - 50.0%
2008 - 66.7% - 33.3% -
FeloniousAssault 2010 - 50.0% - 25.0% 25.0%
2011 33.3% 66.7% - - -
2013 - - 100.0% - -
Arizona 2013 14.3% 32.7% 30.6% 12.2% 10.2%
2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
2008 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -
Intimidation/Extortion 2010 - 50.0% 25.0% - 25.0%
2011 33.3% 33.3% - - 33.3%
2013 - 33.3% 33.3% - 33.3%
Arizona 2013 14.3% 34.7% 26.5% 8.2% 16.3%
2007 - 50.0% - - 50.0%
2008 - 33.3% - 33.3% 33.3%
Firearms Trafficking 2010 - 25.0% - - 75.0%
2011 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 4.1% 18.4% 30.6% 14.3% 32.7%
2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
2008 - 66.7% - 33.3% -
Robbery 2010 - 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% -
2011 - 66.7% 33.3% - -
2013 - 33.3% - - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 14.6% 22.9% 33.3% 10.4% 18.8%
2007 - 50.0% - - 50.0%
2008 - - - 33.3% 66.7%
Identity Theft 2010 - 25.0% 25.0% 25.0% 25.0%
2011 - 33.3% 66.7% - -
2013 = = = = 100.0%
Arizona 2013 6.3% 25.0% 14.6% 14.6% 39.6%
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Table 4b: Level of Gang Involvement in Crime
(Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013 (continued)
2007 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2008 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -
Murder 2010 - 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% -
2011 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 12.2% 30.6% 32.7% 24.5%
2007 - - - - 100.0%
2008 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
Kidnapping 2010 - - 50.0% 25.0% 25.0%
2011 - 33.3% 66.7% - -
2013 - 33.3% - - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 - 2.0% 26.5% 38.8% 32.7%
2007 - - - - 100.0%
2008 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
SexualAssault/Rape 2010 - - 25.0% 50.0% 25.0%
2011 - 33.3% 66.7% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 2.0% 26.5% 38.8% 32.7%
2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
2008 - - - 33.3% 66.7%
Fraud 2010 - - 25.0% 25.0% 50.0%
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 8.3% 10.4% 25.0% 14.6% 41.7%
2007 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2008 - - - 33.3% 66.7%
Prostitution 2010 - - - 25.0% 75.0%
2011 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 2.0% 22.4% 34.7% 40.8%
2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
2008 - - - 33.3% 66.7%
Arson 2010 - - 50.0% 25.0% 25.0%
2011 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 4.1% 14.3% 42.9% 38.8%

Table 5b: Gang Involvement

in the Sale of Drugs

(Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013

High Moderate Low None Unknown
2007 - 50.0% - - 50.0%
BrGs 2008 33.3% 33.3% - 33.3% -
i Street Sales 2010 25.0% 50.0% - - 25.0%
2011 66.7% 33.3% - - -
2013 33.3% - 66.7% - -
Arizona 2013 30.6% 30.6% 22.4% 2.0% 14.3%
2007 - 50.0% - - 50.0%
Drugs 2008 - 66.7% - - 33.3%
i Wholesale 2010 - 75.0% - 25.0% -
2011 66.7% 33.3% - - -
2013 33.3% - 33.3% 33.3% -
Arizona 2013 8.2% 28.6% 26.5% 12.2% 24.5%
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Table 5b: Gang Involvement in the Sale of Drugs

(Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013 (continued)

2007 - - - - 100.0%
s 2008 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
i Manufacture 2010 - - 50.0% 25.0% 25.0%
2011 - 33.3% 66.7% - -
2013 33.3% - - - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 2.1% 10.6% 27.7% 29.8% 29.8%
2007 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
2008 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Marijuana Grows 2010 - - 25.0% 50.0% 25.0%
2011 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -
2013 - - 33.3% - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 - 10.4% 33.3% 27.1% 29.2%
2007 - 50.0% - - 50.0%
Marijuana 2008 66.7% - 33.3% - -
i Sales 2010 50.0% 50.0% - - -
2011 66.7% 33.3% - - -
2013 - 33.3% - - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 38.8% 32.7% 14.3% 2.0% 12.2%
2007 - 50.0% - - 50.0%
. 2008 33.3% - 33.3% 33.3% -
Cra‘.?gccl’ca'”e 2010 25.0% - 25.0% 25.0% 25.0%
P oales 2011 66.7% - 33.3% - -
2013 - 33.3% - - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 2.1% 12.5% 35.4% 20.8% 29.2%
2007 - 50.0% - - 50.0%
Methamphetamine 2008 33.3% 33.3% - 33.3% -
i Sales 2010 25.0% 25.0% 25.0% - 25.0%
2011 33.3% - 66.7% - -
2013 - 33.3% - - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 34.7% 28.6% 16.3% 4.1% 16.3%
2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
. 2008 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
Phar..macle““ca's 2010 25.0% - 50.0% - 25.0%
I Sales 2011 - 33.3% 66.7% - -
2013 - 33.3% - - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 14.9% 21.3% 29.8% 6.4% 27.7%
2007 - 50.0% - - 50.0%
Powdered Cocaine 2008 . 33.3% 66.7% . .
i Sales 2010 25.0% - 50.0% - 25.0%
2011 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% - -
2013 - 33.3% - - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 4.2% 20.8% 41.7% 8.3% 25.0%
2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
Heroin 2008 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
i Sales 2010 - 25.0% 50.0% - 25.0%
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - 33.3% - - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 8.2% 38.8% 28.6% 4.1% 20.4%
2007 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
*MDMA (Ecstasy) 2008 - 33.3% - 33.3% 33.3%
and analogs 2010 - 25.0% 25.0% 25.0% 25.0%
i Sales 2011 - 33.3% 66.7% - -
2013 - 33.3% - - 66.7%
Arizona 2013 2.1% 14.6% 37.5% 10.4% 35.4%
* (3,4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine)
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Table 6b: Level of Activity by Gang
(Percent of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013

Year High Moderate Low Not Applicable Unknown
2007 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
cri 2008 66.7% - - 33.3% -

@l 2‘;‘:'5) 2010 50.0% - 25.0% - 25.0%
2011 66.7% 33.3% - - -
2013 - - 66.7% 33.3% -

Arizona 2013 8.2% 14.3% 36.7% 32.7% 8.2%
2007 - 50.0% - 50.0% -
Hispanic 2008 66.7% - 33.3% - -
Surefios 2010 50.0% - 50.0% - -
(SUR13) 2011 66.7% 33.3% - - -

2013 - 33.3% - 33.3% 33.3%

Arizona 2013 16.7% 18.8% 33.3% 27.1% 4.2%
2007 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Blood 2008 33.3% - 33.3% 33.3% -

(auosoeé) 2010 25.0% 25.0% : 25.0% 25.0%
2011 66.7% 33.3% - - -
2013 - - 66.7% 33.3% -

Arizona 2013 8.3% 14.6% 39.6% 33.3% 4.2%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
. 2008 33.3% 33.3% - 33.3% -
'if;%fri‘fz;hog‘masse/g?eug 2010 - 25.0% 50.0% 25.0% ;
g Lroup 2011 33.3% - 33.3% 33.3% -

2013 - 33.3% - 33.3% 33.3%

Arizona 2013 6.1% 30.6% 26.5% 24.5% 12.2%
2007 - - - 100.0% -

Hispanic 2008 - - - 66.7% 33.3%

Nortefios 2010 - - 75.0% - 25.0%
(14) 2011 33.3% - 66.7% - -

2013 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%

Arizona 2013 4.1% 4.1% 34.7% 46.9% 10.2%
2007 - - 50.0% 50.0% -

2008 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%

Black Gangster Disciples 2010 - 25.0% - 50.0% 25.0%
2011 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -

2013 - - - 66.7% 33.3%

Arizona 2013 = 4.1% 18.4% 67.3% 10.2%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -

Gangster Disciples 2010 - 25.0% 25.0% 25.0% 25.0%
2011 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -

2013 : : : 66.7% 33.3%

Arizona 2013 o o 27.1% 62.5% 10.4%

2007 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2008 - - 66.7% 33.3% -

Latin Kings 2010 - - 25.0% 50.0% 25.0%
2011 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -

2013 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%

Arizona 2013 = = 27.1% 64.6% 8.3%
2007 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
M Salvatruch 2008 - - 66.7% 33.3% -

ara(Mg‘%;”C a 2010 - - 75.0% - 25.0%
2011 - - 100.0% - -

2013 - - - 33.3% 66.7%

Arizona 2013 2.1% 2.1% 33.3% 47.9% 14.6%
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Table 6b: Level of Activity by Gang

(Percent of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -20 13 (continued)

2007 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2008 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -
Hells Angels OMG 2010 - - 25.0% 50.0% 25.0%
2011 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
2013 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
Arizona 2013 14.6% 16.7% 35.4% 25.0% 8.3%
2007 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2008 - - 100.0% - -
18" Street Gang 2010 - - 50.0% 25.0% 25.0%
2011 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
2013 - - - 66.7% 33.3%
Arizona 2013 - 2.1% 19.1% 63.8% 14.9%
2007 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
. 2008 - - 100.0% - -
Ma'\f’i':/’l‘_'gaé‘me 2010 - - 75.0% B 25.0%
2011 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
2013 - 33.3% - 33.3% 33.3%
Arizona 2013 12.8% 25.5% 36.2% 19.1% 6.4%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
Border Brothers 2010 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
2011 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2013 - 33.3% - 33.3% 33.3%
Arizona 2013 = 2.1% 25.5% 55.3% 17.0%
2007 Not Included in 2007 Survey
Aryan 2008 - - 100.0% - -
Brotherhood 2010 - - 50.0% 25.0% 25.0%
2011 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
2013 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -
Arizona 2013 2.0% 20.4% 38.8% 30.6% 8.2%
2007 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2008 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
Skinheads 2010 - - 25.0% 50.0% 25.0%
2011 - - - 66.7% 33.3%
2013 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
Arizona 2013 6.1% 10.2% 42.9% 32.7% 8.2%
2007 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
Asian Gangs 2008 - - - 100.0% -
(all sets) 2010 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - 66.7% 33.3%
Arizona 2013 - - 12.5% 77.1% 10.4%
2013 Only
Other 2013 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -
Arizona 2013 21.4% 21.4% 26.2% 28.6% 2.4%
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(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007

Table 7 b: Gang Coordination with Other Gangs

-2013

2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2013 Arizona
Yes - 100.0% 75.0% 100.0% 33.3% 51.2%
No 100.0% - 25.0% - 66.7% 48.8%
Unsur e/ Dondt - - - - - -
Total Responses 2 2 4 3 3 41

Table 8 b: Gang Interdiction, Intervention, or Suppression Strategies, 2007

2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2013
Arizona
Number Percent
of of
Agencies Agencies % % # % # % # %
(#) (%)

Enforcement 1 50.0% - 75.0% 2 66.7% 1 33.3% 40 | 80.0
giﬂgfﬁ?ﬁgﬁl - - - 75.0% | 2 | 66.7% | 3 |100.0% | 39 | 78.0
‘(])‘:'r?;rE:gg:C‘i’;';h - - 33.3% 500% | 1 | 333% | 1 | 333% | 34 | 68.0
Law
Enforcement - - - 50.0% 1 33.3% 1 33.3% | 33 | 66.0
Gang Units
School Programs - - - 25.0% 33.3% 33.3% | 18 | 36.0
GIITEM - - - 50.0% 33.3% 33.3% | 17 | 34.0
Gang Crime/
Intelligence Data > - - 50.0% 1 33.3% 1 33.3% | 15 | 30.0
Analyses
gforg?;#‘s'ty - - - 250% | 1 | 333% | 1 | 333% | 9 | 180
Special
Prosecution - - 33.3% - - - 1 33.3% | 11 | 22.0
Programs
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Appendix C

Coconino County

The following set of tables and figures is similar to the set of tables and figures included in the main
body of this report, except that they contain data reported by Coconino County agencies only. Note
that the tables and figures are each numbered as they appear in the main body of this report but
alsoinclude a 6 dofiowing each number to differentiate them from the statewide data tables.

Table 1c: Number of Law Enforcement Agencies

Responding to Arizona Gang Threat Assessment Survey, 2007

2007 2008 2010 2011 2013
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned
Sent a 7 6 5 6 6
Survey
Retumed a 5 71.4% 6 100.0% 3 60.0% 3 50.0% 4 66.7%
Survey

Table 2c: Number of Law Enf

orcement Agencies that Reported Gangs, 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2.013
Arizona
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Yes 3 60.0% 4 66.7% S 100.0% 2 66.7% 4 100.0% 50 78.1%
No 2 40.0% 2 33.3% 1 33.3% 14 21.9%

Table 3c: Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gangs Expanding their Scope of Activities

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2013 Arizona
Yes 100.0% 75.0% 33.3% 50.0% 50.0% 52.0%
No - 25.0% 66.7% 50.0% 50.0% 42.0%
Total 2 4 3 2 4 47
Responses
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Figure 1c

Level of Gang Activity Over Time - Coconino County
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Table 4c: Level of Gang Involvement in Crime
(Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013
Year High Moderate Low None Unknown
2007 - 33.3% 66.7% - -
2008 25.0% 50.0% - 25.0% -
FeloniousAssault 2010 33.3% - 66.7% - -
2011 50.0% - 50.0% - -
2013 - 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% -
Arizona 2013 14.3% 32.7% 30.6% 12.2% 10.2%
2007 100.0% - - - -
2008 75.0% 25.0% - - -
Vandalism/Graffiti/ Tagging 2010 33.3% 66.7% - - -
2011 50.0% 50.0% - - -
2013 - 66.7% - 33.3% -
Arizona 2013 17.0% 57.4% 12.8% 2.1% 10.6%
2007 - 33.3% 66.7% - -
2008 25.0% - 75.0% - -
Burglary 2010 - 33.3% 66.7% - -
2011 - 50.0% 50.0% - -
2013 - 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% -
Arizona 2013 26.5% 30.6% 14.3% 8.2% 20.4%
2007 66.7% - 33.3% - -
2008 - 50.0% 50.0% - -
Intimidation/Extortion 2010 - 33.3% 66.7% - -
2011 - 50.0% 50.0% - -
2013 - 25.0% 50.0% 25.0% -
Arizona 2013 14.3% 34.7% 26.5% 8.2% 16.3%
2007 - - 100.0% - -
2008 25.0% - 50.0% 25.0% -
Robbery 2010 - 33.3% - 66.7% -
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% -
Arizona 2013 14.6% 22.9% 33.3% 10.4% 18.8%
2007 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
. 2008 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
ng;imz 2010 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
2011 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
2013 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Arizona 2013 4.1% 18.4% 30.6% 14.3% 32.7%
2007 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2008 - - 25.0% 75.0% -
Arson 2010 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 - 4.1% 14.3% 42.9% 38.8%
2007 - - 100.0% - -
2008 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -
Auto Theft 2010 - 33.3% - 66.7% -
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - 25.0% 50.0% 25.0% -
Arizona 2013 6.4% 27.7% 38.3% 8.5% 19.1%
2007 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2008 - - 75.0% 25.0% -
Murder 2010 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - 25.0% 75.0% -
Arizona 2013 - 12.2% 30.6% 32.7% 24.5%
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Table 4c: Level of Gang Involvement in Crime

(Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013 (continued)

2007 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2008 - - - 75.0% 25.0%
Kidnapping 2010 - - - 100.0% -
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - 25.0% 75.0% -
Arizona 2013 - 8.2% 28.6% 42.9% 20.4%
2007 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2008 - - - 75.0% 25.0%
Prostitution 2010 - - - 66.7% 33.3%
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 - 2.0% 22.4% 34.7% 40.8%
2007 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
2008 - 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% -
Fraud 2010 33.3% 33.3% - 33.3% -
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - - 75.0% 25.0% -
Arizona 2013 8.3% 10.4% 25.0% 14.6% 41.7%
2007 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
2008 25.0% 25.0% - 50.0% -
Identity Theft 2010 33.3% 33.3% - 33.3% -
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% -
Arizona 2013 6.3% 25.0% 14.6% 14.6% 39.6%
2007 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
2008 - 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% -
SexualAssault/Rape 2010 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Arizona 2013 - 2.0% 26.5% 38.8% 32.7%
2007 - - 66.7% - 33.3%
2008 - - 75.0% 25.0% -
Tgﬁzzzzg 2010 - - - 66.7% 33.3%
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 8.3% 8.3% 14.6% 29.2% 39.6%

Table 5c: Gang Involvement in the Sale of Drugs

(Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013

High Moderate Low None Unknown
2007 ; 100.0% ; ; ;
— 2008 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% ; ;
\ Street Sales 2010 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% - ;
2011 } 50.0% 50.0% - :
2013 50.0% - 50.0% _ -

Arizona 2013 30.6% 30.6% 22.4% 2.0% 14.3%
2007 ; 33.3% 66.7% ; ;

2008 ; ; 50.0% 25.0% 25.0%
' V\I/Dr:(L)JlgeSs e 2010 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% :
2011 ; ; 100.0% ; 3
2013 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% - -

Arizona 2013 8.2% 28.6% 26.5% 12.2% 24.5%
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Table 5c: Gang Involvement

in the Sale of Drugs

(Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013 (continued)

2007 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
: 2008 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Mgrr'gjvsga 2010 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2011 } ; 50.0% } 50.0%
2013 - - 75.0% 25.0% -
Arizona 2013 - 10.4% 33.3% 27.1% 29.2%
2007 } } 100.0% } ;
2008 ; ; 25.0% 50.0% 25.0%
Drugs 2010 - - 33.3% 66.7% ;
T Manufacture - -
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - - 75.0% 25.0% -
Arizona 2013 2.1% 10.6% 27.7% 29.8% 29.8%
2007 66.7% 33.3% ; - 3
: 2008 100.0% ; ; ; ;
M.a;'f”f‘”a 2010 66.7% - 33.3% - :
I sales 2011 50.0% 50.0% ; ; ;
2013 25.0% 50.0% 25.0% - -
Arizona 2013 38.8% 32.7% 14.3% 2.0% 12.2%
2007 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% } ;
. 2008 25.0% 50.0% 25.0% - }
Meme.‘.msphletam'”e 2010 66.7% - 33.3% - -
I oales 2011 - 100.0% ; ; ;
2013 25.0% 50.0% 25.0% - -
Arizona 2013 34.7% 28.6% 16.3% 4.1% 16.3%
2007 } } 66.7% } 33.3%
Pharmaceuticals 2008 25.0% } 50.0% 25.0% ;
! 2010 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% - }
[ ealEs 2011 - 50.0% - 50.0% -
2013 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% . -
Arizona 2013 14.9% 21.3% 29.8% 6.4% 27.7%
2007 } 66.7% } ; 33.3%
. 2008 25.0% 25.0% } 50.0% ;
Craf:ksccl’ca'”e 2010 } 33.3% } 66.7% }
I >ales 2011 - - ; 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - 25.0% 50.0% 25.0% .
Arizona 2013 2.1% 12.5% 35.4% 20.8% 29.0%
2007 ; ; 100.0% ; ;
. 2008 } 25.0% 50.0% 25.0% }
'|ng;|gls 2010 ; 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% ;
2011 } ; 50.0% } 50.0%
2013 - 50.0% 50.0% - -
Arizona 2013 8.2% 38.8% 28.6% 4.1% 20.4%
2007 ; } 66.7% ; 33.3%
_ 2008 25.0% } 50.0% 25.0% 3
POWd..ergdlcoca'”e 2010 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% :
I oales 2011 } ; 50.0% - 50.0%
2013 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% - -
Arizona 2013 4.2% 20.8% 41.7% 8.3% 25.0%
2007 } } 100.0% } }
“MDMA (Ecstasy) 2008 } 50.0% ; 50.0% -
and analogs 2010 - - - 66.7% 33.3%
I Sales 2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 25.0% : 75.0% . .
Arizona 2013 2.1% 14.6% 37.5% 10.4% 35.4%

* (3,4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine)
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Table 6c: Level of Activity by Gang

(Perce nt Of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013

Year High Moderate Low Not Applicable Unknown
2007 66.7% - 33.3% - -
Bloods 2008 50.0% - 25.0% 25.0% -
(all sets) 2010 33.3% - 33.3% 33.3% -
2011 50.0% - 50.0% - -
2013 25.0% 25.0% 25.0% 25.0% -
Arizona 2013 8.3% 14.6% 39.6% 33.3% 4.2%
2007 - 66.7% 33.3% - -
. 2008 25.0% 25.0% - 50.0% -
R e B R - -
2011 - 50.0% - 50.0% -
2013 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Arizona 2013 6.1% 30.6% 26.5% 24.5% 12.2%
2007 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% - -
. 2008 25.0% - 50.0% 25.0% -
(aﬁ:rsIZfs) 2010 - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% -
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - 75.0% 25.0% -
Arizona 2013 8.2% 14.3% 36.7% 32.7% 8.2%
2007 Not included in 2007 Survey
2008 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Aryan Brotherhood 2010 - 33.3% 66.7% - -
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - 75.0% 25.0% -
Arizona 2013 2.0% 20.4% 38.8% 30.6% 8.2%
2007 - 33.3% 66.7% - -
2008 - 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% -
Hells Angels OMG 2010 33.3% - 66.7% - -
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - 75.0% 25.0% -
Arizona 2013 14.6% 16.7% 35.4% 25.0% 8.3%
2007 - - 100.0% - -
. . - 2008 - 75.0% - 25.0% -
H'SpaS“L'JCRSl‘ge“OS 2010 - 66.7% 33.3% - -
( ) 2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Arizona 2013 16.7% 18.8% 33.3% 27.1% 4.2%
2007 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
2008 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
= - e
- - - . 0 . 0
2013 - 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% -
Arizona 2013 2.1% 2.1% 33.3% 47.9% 14.6%
2007 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
2008 - 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% -
18" Street Gang 2010 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Arizona 2013 - 2.1% 19.1% 63.8% 14.9%
2007 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
2008 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Latin Kings 2010 - - - 100.0% -
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - 25.0% 75.0% -
Arizona 2013 - - 27.1% 64.6% 8.3%
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Table 6c¢: Level of Activity by Gang
(Percent Of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013 (continued)
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Black Gangster Disciples 2010 - - - 66.7% 33.3%
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - 25.0% 75.0% -
Arizona 2013 - 4.1% 18.4% 67.3% 10.2%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
. 2008 - - - 100.0% -
A‘z':};‘si"t"sn)gs 2010 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 - - 12.5% 77.1% 10.4%
2007 - - 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
2008 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Gangster Disciples 2010 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Arizona 2013 - - 27.1% 62.5% 10.4%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - 25.0% 75.0% -
Border Brothers 2010 - - 66.7% 33.3% -
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - 25.0% 75.0% -
Arizona 2013 - 2.1% 25.5% 55.3% 17.0%
2007 33.3% - 66.7% - -
Mexican 2008 - 75.0% - 25.0% -
Mafia/La Eme 2010 - 66.7% - 33.3% -
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% - -
Arizona 2013 12.8% 25.5% 36.2% 19.1% 6.4%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
Hispanic 2008 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Nortefios (14) 2010 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 4.1% 4.1% 34.7% 46.9% 10.2%
2007 - 33.3% 33.3% - 33.3%
2008 - 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% -
Skinheads 2010 - - 33.3% 66.7% -
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Arizona 2013 6.1% 10.2% 42.9% 32.7% 8.2%
2013 Only
Other 2013 33.3% 33.3% - 33.3% -
Arizona 2013 21.4% 21.4% 26.2% 28.6% 2.4%
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Table 7 c: Gang Coo rdination with Other Gangs

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2013 Arizona
Yes 33.3% 25.0% 33.3% 50.0% 33.3% 51.2%
No 66.7% 50.0% 66.7% 50.0% 66.7% 48.8%
Unsur e/ Dondt = 25.0% - - - -
Total Respons es 3 4 3 2 3 41

Table 8 c: Gang Interdiction, Intervention, or Suppression Strategies, 2007

2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2013
Arizona
Number Percent
of of
Agencies Agencies # % # % # % # % # %
(#) (%)
Enforcement - - 3 75.0% 3 100.0% 2 100.0% 3 75.0% 40 80.0%
gz:gfﬁitﬁge?; - - ; - 2 | 66.7% | 2 | 100.0% | 1 | 250% | 39 | 78.0%
é‘i'r?;rE:;ét:c‘i’:;h - - - - 1 | 333% | 1 | 500% | 1 | 250% | 33 | 66.0%
Law
Enforcement - - - - 1 33.3% - - - - 17 | 34.0%
Gang Units
School Programs 2 66.7% 1 25.0% 66.7% 50.0% - - 15 | 30.0%
GIITEM - - - - 2 66.7% 100.0% | 4 | 100.0% | 34 | 68.0%
Gang Crime/
Intelligence Data - - - - 1 33.3% - - - - 18 | 36.0%
Analyses
gfgggﬂty 1 33.3% 1 | 250% | 1 | 333% | 1 | 500% | 1 | 25.0% | 9 | 18.0%
Special
Prosecution - - 1 25.0% 1 33.3% - - - - 11 | 22.0%
Programs
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Appendix D

Gila County
The following set of tables and figures is similar to the set of tables and figures included in the main
body of this report, except that they contain data reported by Gia County agencies only. Note that

the tables and figures are each numbered as they appear in the main body of this report but also
include a 6 doflowing each number to differentiate them from the statewide data tables.

Table 1d: Number of Law Enforceme

nt Agencies Responding to

Arizona Gang Threat Assessment Survey, 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Returned Returned Returned Returned Returned

Sent a
Survey 6 6 5 6 6
Returned 0 o 0 9 9
a Survey 4 66.7% 5 83.3% 3 60.0% 5 83.3% 2 33.3%

Table 2d: Number of Law Enforcement Agencies that Reported Gangs, 2007

2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2.013
Arizona
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent | Number Percent
Yes 1 25.0% 2 40.0% 1 33.3% 2 40.0% 1 50.0% 50 78.1%
No 3 75.0% 3 60.0% 2 66.7% 3 60.0% 1 50.0% 14 21.9%

Table 3d: Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gangs Expanding their Scope of Activities

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang A ctivity), 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2013 Arizona
Yes 100.0% 50.0% - - 100.0% 52.0%
No - 50.0% 100.0% 100.0% - 42.0%
-I;prl)onses . Z . Z . 4l
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Figure 1d

Level of Gang Activity Over Time - Gila County
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Figure 2d
Level of Gang Activity Over Time - Arizona
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Table 4d: Level of Gang Involvement in Crime
(Of th e Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013

Year High Moderate Low None Unknown
2007 - - 100.0% - -
2008 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Vandalism/Graffiti/ Tagging 2010 - - 100.0% - -
2011 50.0% - - 50.0% -
2013 - - 100.0% - -

Arizona 2013 17.0% 57.4% 12.8% 2.1% 10.6%
2007 - - 100.0% - -

2008 - - - - 100.0%

Sexual Assault/Rape 2010 - - - - 100.0%
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 - 2.0% 26.5% 38.8% 32.7%
2007 - 100.0% - - -

2008 - - - 50.0% 50.0%

Firearms Trafficking 2010 - - - - 100.0%
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - 100.0% - - -

Arizona 2013 4.1% 18.4% 30.6% 14.3% 32.7%
2007 100.0% - - - -

2008 - - - 50.0% 50.0%

FeloniousAssault 2010 - - - - 100.0%
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 100.0% - - - -

Arizona 2013 14.3% 32.7% 30.6% 12.2% 10.2%
2007 - - - 100.0% -

2008 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
Intimidation/Extortion 2010 - 100.0% - - -
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 100.0% - - - -

Arizona 2013 14.3% 34.7% 26.5% 8.2% 16.3%
2007 - - 100.0% - -

2008 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
Murder 2010 - 100.0% - - -
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - 100.0% - -

Arizona 2013 - 12.2% 30.6% 32.7% 24.5%
2007 - 100.0% - - -
2008 - 50.0% - 50.0% -
Burglary 2010 - - 100.0% - -
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 100.0% - - - -

Arizona 2013 26.5% 30.6% 14.3% 8.2% 20.4%
2007 - 100.0% - - -

2008 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
Identity Theft 2010 - - - 100.0% -
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 6.3% 25.0% 14.6% 14.6% 39.6%
2007 - - - 100.0% -

2008 - - - - 100.0%
Prostitution 2010 - - - 100.0% -
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 - 2.0% 22.4% 34.7% 40.8%

2013 Arizona Gang Threat Assessment 41




Table 4d: Level of Gang Involvement in Crime
(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013 (continued)

2007 - - - 100.0% -

2008 - - - - 100.0%

Arson 2010 - - - - 100.0%
2011 - - - 100.0% -

2013 - - 100.0% - -

Arizona 2013 - 4.1% 14.3% 42.9% 38.8%
2007 - - 100.0% - -
2008 - - 50.0% 50.0% -

Auto Theft 2010 - - - - 100.0%
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - -

Arizona 2013 6.4% 27.7% 38.3% 8.5% 19.1%
2007 - - 100.0% - -

2008 - - - - 100.0%

Fraud 2010 - - - - 100.0%
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 8.3% 10.4% 25.0% 14.6% 41.7%
2007 - - - 100.0% -

2008 - - - 50.0% 50.0%

Human Trafficking 2010 - - - - 100.0%
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 8.3% 8.3% 14.6% 29.2% 39.6%
2007 - - 100.0% - -

2008 - - - - 100.0%

Kidnapping 2010 - - - - 100.0%
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - 100.0% - - -

Arizona 2013 - 8.2% 28.6% 42.9% 20.4%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - 50.0% 50.0% -

Robbery 2010 - - - - 100.0%
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 100.0% - - - -

Arizona 2013 14.6% 22.9% 33.3% 10.4% 18.8%

Table 5d: Gang Involvement

in the Sale of Drugs

(Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013

High Moderate Low None Unknown

2007 - 100.0% - - -

IS 2008 - 100.0% - - -

i Street Sales 2010 = = 100.0% - -
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%

2013 = 100.0% = = =
Arizona 2013 30.6% 30.6% 22.4% 2.0% 14.3%

2007 - 100.0% - - -
Drugs 2008 - 50.0% - - 50.0%

i Wholesale 2010 - - 100.0% - -
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%

2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 8.2% 28.6% 26.5% 12.2% 24.5%
2013 Arizona Gang Threat Assessment 42




Table 5d: Gang Involvement in the Sale of Drugs

(Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity ), 2007 -2013 (contin ued)

2007 - - 100.0% - -
D 2008 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
i Manrgfgiture 2010 . . . . 100.0%
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 2.1% 10.6% 27.7% 29.8% 29.8%
2007 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
2008 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Marijuana Grows 2010 - - - - 100.0%
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 = 10.4% 33.3% 27.1% 29.2%
2007 - 100.0% - - -
Marii 2008 - 50.0% - - 50.0%
.I.ars”;aer;a 2010 } } 100.0% - -
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - 100.0% - - -
Arizona 2013 38.8% 32.7% 14.3% 2.0% 12.2%
2007 100.0% - - - -
Meth hetami 2008 - 50.0% - - 50.0%
€ "’.‘I.mspalis""m'”e 2010 - - 100.0% - -
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 100.0% - - - -
Arizona 2013 34.7% 28.6% 16.3% 4.1% 16.3%
2007 - 100.0% - - -
Pharm tical 2008 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
a.l. ggfe“s cais 2010 - - 100.0% - -
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 100.0% - - - -
Arizona 2013 14.9% 21.3% 29.8% 6.4% 27.7%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
. 2008 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
Powd.:erggl(;gcame 5010 ; ; 100.0% a ;
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - 100.0% - - -
Arizona 2013 4.2% 20.8% 41.7% 8.3% 25.0%
2007 - - 100.0% - -
. 2008 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
Cra‘.fksicl’gsa'"e 2010 ; ; ; 100.0% ;
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - 100.0% - - -
Arizona 2013 2.1% 12.5% 35.4% 20.8% 29.2%
2007 - - 100.0% - -
Heroi 2008 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
X gg':s 2010 - - - 100.0% -
2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - 100.0% - - -
Arizona 2013 8.2% 38.8% 28.6% 4.1% 20.4%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
*MDMA (Ecstasy) 2008 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
and analogs 2010 - - - 100.0% -
i Sales 2011 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
2013 - - 100.0% - -
Arizona 2013 2.1% 14.6% 37.5% 10.4% 35.4%
* (3,4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine)
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(Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity),

Table 6d: Level of Activity

by Gang

2007 -2013

Year High Moderate Low Not Applicable Unknown
2007 Not Included in 2007 Survey
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Aryan Brotherhood 2010 - - 100.0% - -
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 2.0% 20.4% 38.8% 30.6% 8.2%
2007 - - 100.0% - -
Mexican 2008 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
. 2010 - - 100.0% - -
Mafia/La Eme 2011 n n 100.0% - -
2013 - 100.0% - - -
Arizona 2013 12.8% 25.5% 36.2% 19.1% 6.4%
2007 - 100.0% - - -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Skinheads 2010 - - 100.0% - -
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 6.1% 10.2% 42.9% 32.7% 8.2%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
(S:Osoe‘::) 2010 - - - 100.0% B
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - 100.0% - -
Arizona 2013 8.3% 14.6% 39.6% 33.3% 4.2%
2007 - 100.0% - - -
el AT 2008 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
OMG 2010 - - - 100.0% -
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 14.6% 16.7% 35.4% 25.0% 8.3%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
. . N 2008 - - - 50.0% 50.0%
Hispanic Surefios 2010 . . ; 100.0% a
(SUR13) 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 16.7% 18.8% 33.3% 27.1% 4.2%
2007 - - 100.0% - -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Mar"’zhsg"la;;”"ha 2010 - - - 100.0% 3
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 2.1% 2.1% 33.3% 47.9% 14.6%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
. 2008 - - - 100.0% -
(aﬁrs"zfs) 2010 - - - 100.0% -
2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - 100.0% - -
Arizona 2013 8.2% 14.3% 36.7% 32.7% 8.2%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
18th Street Gang 2010 - - - 100.0% -
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 - 2.1% 19.1% 63.8% 14.9%
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Table 6d: Level of Activity by Gang

(Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013 (continued)

2007 - - - 100.0% -
. 2008 - - - 100.0% -
As(zl"si?;gs 2010 - - - 100.0% B
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 - - 12.5% 77.1% 10.4%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
B'ag'i‘sfﬁ)rl‘g’:ter 2010 - - - 100.0% -
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 - 4.1% 18.4% 67.3% 10.2%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Border Brothers 2010 - - - 100.0% -
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - - - -
Arizona 2013 - 2.1% 25.5% 55.3% 17.0%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
gi@?&fé 2010 - - - 100.0% -
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 - - 27.1% 62.5% 10.4%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
Hispanic 2008 - - - 100.0% -
Nortefios 2010 - - - 100.0% -
(24) 2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 4.1% 4.1% 34.7% 46.9% 10.2%
2007 - - - 100.0% -
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Latin Kings 2010 - - - 100.0% -
2011 - - 50.0% 50.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 - - 27.1% 64.6% 8.3%
2007 - 100.0% - - -
Neighborhood-based 2008 _ R 50.0% 50.0% _
Drug Trafficking 2010 - - - 100.0% -
Groups/Crews 2011 - - 50.0% - 50.0%
2013 - 100.0% - - -
Arizona 2013 6.1% 30.6% 26.5% 24.5% 12.2%
2013 Only
Other 2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 21.4% 21.4% 26.2% 28.6% 2.4%
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Table 7d: Gang Coordination with Other Gangs

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2013 Arizona
Yes 100.0% 50.0% - - 100.0% 51.2%
No - 50.0% 100.0% 100.0% - 48.8%
Unsur e/ Donot = = = = = -
Total Responses 1 2 1 2 1 41

Table 8 d: Gang Interdiction, Intervention, or Suppression Strategies, 2007

2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2013
Arizona

Number Percent

of of

Agencies Agencies # % # % # % # % # %

(#) (%)
Enforcement 1 100.0% - - 1 100.0% 2 100.0% - - 40 | 80.0%
Identification of i i i i 1 100.0% 5 100.0% 1 100.0 39 | 78.0%
Gang Members %
Joint Efforts with

. - - - - - - 2 100.0% - - 33 66.0%

Other Agencies > 0
Law
Enforcement - - - - - - 1 50.0% 1 1002‘0 17 | 34.0%
Gang Units
School Programs s g ; - - - 1 50.0% 1 1?)2'0 15 | 30.0%
GIITEM - - - - 1 100.0% 2 100.0% 1 100/2'0 34 68.0%
Gang Crime/
Intelligence Data - - - - - - 2 100.0% - - 18 | 36.0%
Analyses
Community - - - - - - 1 50.0% - - 9 18.0%
Programs
Special
Prosecution - - - - - - - - - - 11 | 22.0%
Programs
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Appendix E

Graham County

The following set of tables and figures is similar to the set of tables and figures included in the main
body of this report, except that they contain data reported by Graham County agencies only. Note
that the tables and figures are each numbered as they appear in the main body of this report but

alsoincludean 6 e 6

f oehlch mumbentg differentiate them from the statewide data tables.

Table 1e: Number of Law Enforcement Agencies Responding to

Arizona Gang Threat Assessment Survey, 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned Number Returned
SEILES 4 4 4 5 5
Survey
Retumed a 3 75.0% 4 100.0% 3 75.0% 3 60.0% 3 60.0%
Survey

Table 2e: Number of Law Enforcement Agencies that Reported Gangs, 2007

2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2.013
Arizona
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Yes 1 25.0% 1 33.3% 1 33.3% 2 66.7% 50 78.1%
No 3 100.0% 3 75.0% 2 66.7% 2 66.7% 1 33.3% 14 21.9%

Table 3e: Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gangs Expanding their Scope of Activities

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013
2008 2010 2011 2013 2013 Arizona
Yes - 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 52.0%
No - - - - 42.0%
Total Responses 0 1 1 2 a7
No data is provided for 2007 as no gang presence was reported in 2007
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Figure 1e

Level of Gang Activity Over Time - Graham County
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Table 4e: Level of Gang Invol vement in Crime

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013

Year High Moderate Low None Unknown
2008 - - - - 100.0%
Bural 2010 - 100.0% - - -
urgiary 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 26.5% 30.6% 14.3% 8.2% 20.4%
2008 - - 100.0% - -
. " . 2010 100.0% - - - -
Vandalism/Graffiti/Tagging 5011 . n 100.0% a N
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 17.0% 57.4% 12.8% 2.1% 10.6%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
Feloni A It 2010 - - 100.0% - -
eloniousAssau 5011 . . 100.0% . -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 14.3% 32.7% 30.6% 12.2% 10.2%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
2010 100.0% - - - -
Robbery 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 14.6% 22.9% 33.3% 10.4% 18.8%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
2010 - 100.0% - - -
A IET 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 6.4% 27.7% 38.3% 8.5% 19.1%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
Fraud 2010 - 100.0% - - -
rau 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 8.3% 10.4% 25.0% 14.6% 41.7%
2008 - - 100.0% - -
. 2010 - - 100.0% - -
Human Trafficking 5011 . - . 100.0% a
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 8.3% 8.3% 14.6% 29.2% 39.6%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
. 2010 - - 100.0% - -
Identity Theft 2011 ; N : 100.0% 3
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 6.3% 25.0% 14.6% 14.6% 39.6%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
B 2010 - - - 100.0% -
rson 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 4.1% 14.3% 42.9% 38.8%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
Kid . 2010 - - - 100.0% -
Idnapping 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 8.2% 28.6% 42.9% 20.4%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
Murd 2010 - - - 100.0% -
urder 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
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able 4e evel o ang eme e
e a 0 Repo 0 ang 0]0 0 0 ed

Arizona 2013 - 12.2% 30.6% 32.7% 24.5%
2008 - - - - 100.0%

Prostitution 2010 - - - 100.0% -

2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 2.0% 22.4% 34.7% 40.8%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
Sexual Assault/Rape ;812 100_.0% 100;0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 2.0% 26.5% 38.8% 32.7%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
Intimidation/Extortion ;812 100_'0% 100j0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 14.3% 34.7% 26.5% 8.2% 16.3%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
Firearms Trafficking ;812 100_'0% 100?0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 4.1% 18.4% 30.6% 14.3% 32.7%

Table 5e: Gang Involvement

in the Sale of Drugs

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013

High Moderate Low None Unknown
2008 - - - - 100.0%

Drugs 2010 - 100.0% - - -

I Street Sales 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 30.6% 30.6% 22.4% 2.0% 14.3%
2008 - - - - 100.0%

Drugs 2010 - - 100.0% - -

I Wholesale 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 8.2% 28.6% 26.5% 12.2% 24.5%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
Drugs 2010 - - - - 100.0%

T Manufacture 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 2.1% 10.6% 27.7% 29.8% 29.8%

2008 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Marijuana Grows 2010 - - - - 100.0%

2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 - 10.4% 33.3% 27.1% 29.2%
2008 - - - - 100.0%

Marijuana 2010 100.0% - - - -

I Sales 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 38.8% 32.7% 14.3% 2.0% 12.2%
2008 - - - - 100.0%

Methamphetamine 2010 100.0% - - - -

I Sales 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 34.7% 28.6% 16.3% 4.1% 16.3%
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Table 5e: Gang Involvement in the Sale of Drugs

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013 (continued)

2008 - - - - 100.0%

Pharmaceuticals 2010 - 100.0% - - -

T Sales 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 14.9% 21.3% 29.8% 6.4% 27.7%
2008 - - - - 100.0%

CrackCocaine 2010 - - 100.0% - -
I Sales 2011 - - - - 100.0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 2.1% 12.5% 35.4% 20.8% 29.2%
2008 - - - - 100.0%

PowderedCocaine 2010 - - 100.0% - -
I Sales 2011 - - - - 100.0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 4.2% 20.8% 41.7% 8.3% 25.0%
2008 - - - - 100.0%

Heroin 2010 - - - 100.0% -
I Sales 2011 - - - - 100.0%
2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 8.2% 38.8% 28.6% 4.1% 20.4%
*MDMA (Ecstasy) L - - - - Lo

2010 - - - 100.0% -

e g”f"ogs 2011 - - - 100.0% -
t Sales 2013 - - - - 100.0%
Arizona 2013 2.1% 14.6% 37.5% 10.4% 35.4%

* (3 4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine)

Table 6e: Level of Activity by Gang

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013

Year High Moderate Low Not Applicable Unknown
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Crips 2010 - 100.0% - - -
(all sets) 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 8.2% 14.3% 36.7% 32.7% 8.2%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
Hispanic Surefios 2010 - 100.0% - - -
(SUR13) 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 16.7% 18.8% 33.3% 27.1% 4.2%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
. . 2010 - 100.0% - - -
Mexican Mafia/La Eme 5011 - - 100.0% . n
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 12.8% 25.5% 36.2% 19.1% 6.4%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
2010 - - 100.0% - -
Aryan Brotherhood 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 2.0% 20.4% 38.8% 30.6% 8.2%
2008 - - - - 100.0%
Border Brothers ;81(1) 188822
2013 - - - 100.0% -
Arizona 2013 - 2.1% 25.5% 55.3% 17.0%
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Table 6e: Level of Activity by Gang
(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity) , 2007 -2013 (continued)

2008 - - - - 100.0%
Neighborhood-based Drug 2010 - - 100.0% - -
Trafficking Groups/Crews 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 6.1% 30.6% 26.5% 24.5% 12.2%
2008 - - - 100.0% -
. 2010 - - 100.0% - -
Skinheads 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 6.1% 10.2% 42.9% 32.7% 8.2%
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Mara Salvatrucha 2010 - - - 100.0% -
(MS-13) 2011 - - 100.0% - -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 2.1% 2.1% 33.3% 47.9% 14.6%
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Bloods 2010 100.0% - - - -
(all sets) 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 8.3% 14.6% 39.6% 33.3% 4.2%

. . 2008 - - - - 100.0%
l'\l*(')srfe"’:]”(;z 2010 i i 100.0% - i
(14) 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 4.1% 4.1% 34.7% 46.9% 10.2%
2008 - - - 100.0% -
th 2010 - - - 100.0% -
18™ Street Gang 2011 3 3 a 100.0% 3
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 - 2.1% 19.1% 63.8% 14.9%
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Asian Gangs 2010 - - - 100.0% -
(all sets) 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 - - 12.5% 77.1% 10.4%
2008 - - 100.0% - -
2010 - - - 100.0% -
Hells AngelsOMG 2011 - - . 100.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 14.6% 16.7% 35.4% 25.0% 8.3%
2008 - - - 100.0% -
Latin Kings 2010 - - - 100.0% -
2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 - - 27.1% 64.6% 8.3%
2008 - - - 100.0% -

Black Gangster 2010 - - - - 100.0%
Disciples 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 - 4.1% 18.4% 67.3% 10.2%
2008 - - - 100.0% -

Gangster 2010 - - - - 100.0%
Disciples 2011 - - - 100.0% -
2013 = = = 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 - - 27.1% 62.5% 10.4%

2013 Only

Other 2013 - - - 100.0% -

Arizona 2013 21.4% 21.4% 26.2% 28.6% 2.4%
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Table 7 e: Gang Coordination with Other Gangs

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007

2008 2010 2011 2013 2013 Arizona
Yes - - - - 51.2%
No 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% - 48.8%
Unknown - - - 100.0% -
Total Responses 1 1 1 2 41
able 8e ang e O erve O ppre 0 ategle 0]0, 0
2008 2010 2011 2013 2013

Numb er | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
Enforcement - - - - 1 100.0% 1 50.0% 40 80.0%
Identification of : : : : 1 | 100.0% 1 50.0% 39 | 78.0%
GangMembers
GIITEM - - 1 100.0% 1 100.0% 2 100.0% 34 68.0%
Joint Efforts
with Other - - 1 100.0% 1 100.0% 1 50.0% 33 66.0%
Agencies
Gang Crime/
Intelligence - - 1 100.0% 1 100.0% - - 18 36.0%
Data Analyses
Law
Enforcement - - - - 1 100.0% - - 17 34.0%
Gang Units
School : : : : : - - : 15 30.0%
Programs
Community i i i i i ) ) i 9 18.0%
Programs
Special
Prosecution - - - - - - - - 11 22.0%
Programs

No data is provided for 2007 as no gang presence was reported in 2007
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Appendix F

Maricopa County

The following set of tables and figures is similar to the set of tables and figures included in the main
body of this report, except that they contain data reported by Maricopa County agencies only. Note
that the tables and figures are each numbered as they appear in the main body of this report but
also include an d6following each number to differentiate them from the statewide data tables.

Table 1f: Number of Law Enforcement Agencies Responding to

Arizona Gang Threat Assessment Survey, 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013
Number | ot | Number | S0y [ Number | e | Number | gfiinag | Number | gl
gﬁ?\g 22 22 22 23 22
gﬁ:\‘jgfd a 21 95.5% 22 100.0% 20 90.9% 18 78.3% 12 54.5%

Table 2f: Number of Law Enforcement Agencies that Rep orted Gangs, 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2.013
Arizona
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent | Number Percent | Number Percent
Yes 17 81.0% 18 81.8% 16 80.0% 14 77.8% 10 83.3% 50 78.1%
No 4 19.0% 4 18.2% 4 20.0% 4 22.2% 2 16.7% 14 21.9%

Table 3f: Percentage of Jurisdictions Reporting Gangs Expanding their Scope of Activities

(Of the Jurisdictions Reporting Gang Activity), 2007 -2013
2007 2008 2010 2011 2013 2013 Arizona
Yes 70.6% 76.5% 60.0% 38.5% 50.0% 52.0%
No 29.4% 17.6% 40.0% 61.5% 40.0% 42.0%
;zgonses 17 17 15 14 9 47
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Figure 1f

Level of Gang Activity Over Time - Maricopa County
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